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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1,3,4,5,6,7,8,10,11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bellegarda (5,839,106). 

In regard to claims 1 ,3,4,5,6,7,8,10,1 1 , and 17, Bellegarda show in Figs. 2 and 
3a, a speech recognition system and method comprising: acquiring a speech signal that 
represents an utterance (item 130), which can be a location or address, performing a 
first recognition pass by applying a first language model to the speech signal (item 310), 
selecting or generating a second language model based at least in part on results from 
the first recognition pass (Type A scores), wherein the first and second language 
models are statistical language models (Abstract) which are constrained based on a 
result of the previous recognition pass (col. 6, In 35-50) the, on information regarding a 
linguistic structure of a domain within the speech signal, and on information regarding 
relationships among the domain components, objects or concepts within the speech 
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signal; and performing a second recognition pass by applying the second language 
model to at least a portion of the speech signal to recognize the utterance containing 
the speech signal (item 320). 

In regard to claim 9, Bellegarda show in Figs. 2 and 3a, a speech recognition 
system and method comprising: generating or acquiring a database, obtaining 
information regarding the linguistic structure of the domain and information regarding 
relationships among the domain components, objects or concepts (Fig. 2, item 180, 
lexicon); acquiring a result from a speech recognition pass, the result including a 
domain component, object or concept; and generating a language model that includes a 
subset of the domain by using the result from the speech recognition pass to select 
information from the database (Fig. 3A). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2,12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bellegarda (cited above). 

6. In regard to claim 2, Bellegarda show the speech recognition system discussed 
above. Bellegarda do not specifically show that finite state grammars are used for the 
language models. The Examiner takes Official Notice that language models can be 
determined by the designer depending on the constraints he would like. Therefore, it 
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would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add this 
feature because it provides the system with increased accuracy. 

In regard to claim 12, Bellegarda show the speech recognition system discussed 
above. Bellegarda do not specifically show that each address or location has a plurality 
of components. The Examiner takes Official Notice that address or locations can have a 
plurality of components. Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to add this feature because it provides the system with 
increased accuracy. 

In regard to claim 13, Bellegarda shows that the first recognition pass processes 
the speech signal using a first language model (Fig. 3A, item 310). 
7. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bellegarda (cited above) in view of Digalakis et al. (5,825,978). 

In regard to claims 14 and 15, Bellegarda shows the speech recognition system 
discussed above. Bellegarda do not specifically show that the language model can 
recognize a subset of the location or address components. Digalakis et al. show a 
speech recognizer in which a subset of the components can be recognized (claims 8 
and 16). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to add this feature because it provides the system with increased accuracy 
and low overhead (Abstract). 

In regard to claim 16, Bellegarda shows that the second and subsequent 
language models are selected or generated by using the result from a previous 
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recognition pass to perform a search on a database that constrains information 
regarding relationships among the address or location components (Fig. 3A, item 320). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan McFadden whose telephone number is 703-308- 
6693. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To can be reached on 703-305-4827. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 



Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) 
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